sey Interest-Attitude Tests were employed. The same instrument has been used in the present connection. Four sub-tests comprise the Interest-Attitude Tests. Each sub-test contains 90 items. With the sub-tests four aspects of personality may be appraised: (a) things considered wrong; (b) anxieties, fears, worries; (c) likes and interests; and (d) kinds of people liked or admired. The device has been described in detail elsewhere.'
III. Subjects
Comparable delinquent groups were drawn from two institutions: males from the Boys' Industrial School located at Lancaster, Ohio; females from the Girls' Industrial School, located at Delaware, Ohio. In the male group there were 316 subjects, in the female 180. Subjects in each group were of the white race. Aside from the racial factor, no other form of selection was apparent. Each group seemed to be constituted of juvenile offenders that were representative sampling of delinquents in general. Life ages of the boys ranged from 14 years, no months to 17 years, 11 months. For girls the life age range was from 15 years, no months to 17 years, 11 months.
IV. Statistical Technique Employed in
Selecting Differential Characteristics Subjects are instructed to indicate by a single cross (X) everything which is regarded as wrong, and with a double cross (XX) everything considered very wrong. Responses in the other three sub-tests are indicated in a similar fashion. In computing the times per 100 cases of any given item, singlecrossed items are counted once, doublecrossed twice. Thus, if in a group of 50 subjects an item is single-crossed by 15 and double-crossed by 10 subjects the total responsiveness to the item is 35 and the times per 100 cases is 70. Similarly, if a given item is singlecrossed by 30 and double-crossed by 15 of the 50 subjects the total number of responses is 60 and the number per 100 cases is 120. This basic differential unit has been used throughout the present experiment and given the designation times-in-00.
Taking into consideration each sex, controls were established in the following manner: first, it was assumed that median life ages for the grades (in terms of which item-norms were computed) were equivalent to conventional age-grade standards; second, since the male delinquents ranged in life age from 14 years, no months to 17 years, 11 months, item-norms for grades 8, 9, 10, and 11, i.e., life ages 14, 15, 16, and 17, respectively, were employed; third, since female delinquents ranged in age from 15 years, no months to 17 years, 11 months, item norms for grades 9, 10, and 11, i.e., life ages 15, 16, and 17, respectively, were used.
The mean times-in-100 of each item for the" grades in question was computed, providing thus a single standard with which responses of delinquent boys could be compared and another with which to compare responses of delinquent girls. Table I will clarify the operations just described. Note: Only three grades were used in computing means for females because life ages of delinquent girls ranged from assumed median life ages 15 to 17 years, inclusive.
The series of 90 means (of times-in--formed the controls with which 100) for items from each of the four responses of male-female juvenile sub-tests-based on norms for each sex offenders were compared.
A further step was to ascertain the frequency of response elicited to each item from male and female experimental groups. Resulting frequencies were reduced to time-in-100. Next, item-by-item comparisons in terms of the differential unit, times-in-100, were made, based on sex groups and their appropriate controls. Table II 
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If subjects of either delinquent group ferentiating items, resembles a techresponded more times-in-100 than its nique employed by Spencer." Each respective control the difference value series of 90 means of times-in-100 was designated by a plus sign. Opposite (controls) was cast into a frequency instances were denoted by a minus sign. Computations similar to those distribution. Four such distributions shown in Table II were performed on were cast for each sex, i.e., for each each of the four sub-tests, taking into of the four sub-tests. The standard consideration each experimental group deviation of each distribution of 90 and its respective control, mean values was computed. Table III The last aspect of statistical treatshows the frequency distribution for ment, adopted for the selection of dif-each sex resulting from Test I. The standard deviation of each distribution, similar for each sub-test to the procedure illustrated in Table III , was used as a method for extracting from each of four arrays of characteristics of personality the traits which differentiate delinquents of each sex from non-delinquents. The significance of an item was regarded as a function of the difference of times-in-100 (delinquent vs. control) divided by an appropriate sigma. To illustrate the point in question Table IV has been constructed. As indicated previously, differentiating characteristics were studied with reference to their similarity for the sexes and their particularization for either sex. The criterion of a differentiating item was that the difference divided by the appropriate sigma should be 1.00 sigma or greater. This criterion is entirely arbitrary.
V. Comparative Personality Characteristics by Sex
In conformance with the criterion only four items from Test I differentiate delinquent boys from the control, whereas eighteen (or more han four times as many) differentiate delinquent girls. The items for males together with directional weightings and sigma values are carrying a revolver + 1.56, 7 Complete lists of differentiating items are not included in this article. Highest ranking items are given to show something of the general trend.
gang + 1.53, being conceited -1.41, playing cards + 1.01. The six highest ranking items for delinquent girls in terms of sigma value are carrying a revolver + 1.94, punishment + 1.85, arguing + 1.59, being shabby + 1.59, speeding + 1.53, accidents + 1.507.
Two items-carrying, a revolver and gang-Were common differentiae for the sexes. Hence, sixteen differentiating items were particularized for female delinquents and two for male delinquents. Six of eighteen differentiating items for female delinquents had sigma values of 1.5 sigma or greater while two of the four differentiating items for male delinquents had sigma values of 1.5 or more. It is clear that delinquent girls react with considerably greater intensity to things Anyone wishing complete lists of differentiating items for each sex and each sub-test may have them by communicating with the authors. considered wrong than do delinquent boys.
From Test II forty-nine items emerged to differentiate male delinquents from the non-delinquent. In the case of female delinquents seventy-four items were differential. Of the 49 which were differential for males 28 items had values of 1.5 sigma or more. Fifty-two of the 74 items differentiating females had values of 1.5 sigma or greater. Forty-nine items from Test II were common differentiae for the sexes. Hence, while no items were particularized for males, 25 items were particularized for delinquent girls. One conclusion appears warranted: anxieties, fears, and worries differentiate female delinquents from non-delinquents much more drastically than is the case with male delinquents.
In Twenty-one items for males and 32 for females emerged from Test IV to differentiate the respective delinquent groups from the controls. Seven of the 21 male items had sigma values of 1.5 or over while 14 of 32 female items equalled or exceeded 1.5 sigma. Seven highest ranking male items were husky + 1.75, handsome + 1.75, quick + 1.55, well-dressed + 1.55, cooperative -1.51, wealthy + 1.51, good-looking + 1.51. Seven highest ranking female items were handsome + 1.97, husky + 1.97, well-dressed + 1.78, kind + 1.75, joyful + 1.71, lovely + 1.67, wealthy + 1.67. Fifteen items were common to the sexes. Hence, six differentiating items were particularized for males and seventeen for females. Again it is to be noted that in Test IV differential items for delinquent girls skew more definitely toward higher sigma values than differential items for delinquent boys.
As a means of making certain parts of the foregoing descriptive analysis more graphic, Table VI is presented. 
